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NEF CONTOUR AREA 
(MI)2 

NEFINTERVAL CONTOURtNTERVAL 
AREA (MI) 

20 10.000 20 to 25 5. 980, 

25 4.020 

30 1. 335 
35 0.359 

25 to 30 l 2.685 
I 

30 to 35 I 
0.976 I 

40 0.065 35 to 40 ! 0.294 
l 
I, 

la Contour Areas lb Contour Interval Areas 

NEFINTERVAL CONTOUR INTERVAL TOTAL POPULATION 
AREA (MI)2 IN AREA 

20 to 25 5.980 14,950 
I 

2.685 I 

6,720 
25 to 30 

I 
I 

30 to 35 0.976 I 
2,440 

35 to 40 0.294 735 

lc Population in Each Contour Interval Area Assuming 2.500 People per (MI) 2 

TABLE 1 



HIGHLY ANNOYED PEOPLE BASED ON DOT CURVE 

NEFINTERVAL POPULATION PERCENT PEOPLE PERCENT OF 
HIGHLY HIGHLY TOTAL HIGHLY 
ANNOYED ANNOYED ANNOYED PEOPLE 

20 to 25 14,950 15 2245 45.6 

25 to 30 6,720 23.7 1593 32.3 

30 to 35 2,440 32.3 788 16. 0 

35 to 40 735 41 301 6. 1 

20 to 30 21,670 - 3838 77.9 

30 to 40 3, 175 - 1089 22. 1 

20 to 40 24,.845 - 4927 100 

e TABLe e 



NEFINTERVAL 

Z-0 to 25 

25 to 30 

30 to 35 

35 to 40 

20 to 30 

30 to 40 

20 to 40 

HIGHLY ANNOYED PEOPLE BASED ON KRYTER CURVE 

POPULATION 

14,950 

6,720 

2,440 

735 

21,670 

3, 175 

24,845 

PERCENT 
HIGHLY 
ANNOYED 

25. 3 

35 

45.3 

55.8 

TABLE 3 

PEOPLE 
HIGHLY 
ANNOYED 

3785 

2350 

1106 

410 

6135 

1516 

7651 

PERCENT OF 
TOTAL HlGHL Y 
ANNOYED PEOPLE 

49.4 

30.7 

14.5 

5.4 

80. 1 

19. 9 

100 
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APPENDIX I: SUMMARY OF FAR PART 36 COMPLIANCE REGULATION 

I. Effective Date of Regulation: January 1, 1977 

II. Regulation Application: U.S. civil aircraft operating under 

FAR Parts 91, 121, 123, and 135. 

III. Standards: FAR Part 36 Levels 

IV. Phasing or Scheduling of Application: 

TIME SCHEDULE 

Aircraft Class Impacted Before 1/1/81 Before l/l/83 Before l/1/85 

0 4-engine airplanes with 
bypass ratio less than 2 

25% Compliance 50% Compliance 100% Compliance 

including pure jets 
(B-707, DC-8). 

0 4-engine airplanes with 50% Compliance 100% Compliance 
bypass ratio greater 
than 2 
( B-747). 

0 2- and 3-engine airplanes 50% Compliance 100% Compliance 






